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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

1 . Figure 3 should be designated by a legend such as --Prior Art- because only 
that which is old is illustrated. See MPEP § 608.02(g). Corrected drawings in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. The replacement sheet(s) should be labeled 
"Replacement Sheet" in the page header (as per 37 CFR 1 .84(c)) so as not to obstruct 
any portion of the drawing figures. If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the 
applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office 
action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

1. Claims 1-11, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by 
Bradstad et al. (US 4,230,924). 



Application/Control Number: 10/527,106 Page 3 

Art Unit: 1794 

2. In regards to claim 1 Bradstad et al. teach a food package for use within a 
microwave oven (column 1 Iines14-15), wherein the phrase "for use within a microwave 
oven" is being considered as a statement of intended use. MPEP 21 1 1 .02. 

3. In regards to claims 1 , 3 and 9 Bradstad et al. teach that the packaging material 
be composed of a sheet of plastic, paper, or paper board which has a metallic coating 
thereon. The metallic coating is subdivided into islands or pads with non metallic strips 
between (column 2 lines 54-58). Bradstad et al. further teach that the metallic pads or 
islands which have a range of from 0.03125 inches to 0.75 inches which is equivalent to 
793.75 to 19050jum with the strips in between being 0.0001 to 0.0625 inches wide, 
which is equivalent to 2.54 to 1587.5jum (claim 9). The invention of Bradstad et al. is 
shown in figure 7. 




not discuss emissivity in the thermal infrared waveband. However since the invention is 
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made of the same material and the shape and size of the materials is with in applicants 
range, it is inherent that the products have the same properties. 

5. In regards to claim 2 and 13 Bradstad et al. teach that their invention is designed 
to be used in microwave ovens with microwave frequencies on the order of 2450 MHz 
(column 3 line 41 ). They also state that the energy is absorbed by the food product that 
is to be heated (column 3 lines 45-46). Therefore it would be inherent that the material 
is substantially transparent to radiation at that frequency. 

6. In regards to claim 6 Bradstad et al. teach that polyester be used as the plastic 
film (column 6 line 29). 

7. In regards to claim 7 Bradstad et al teach that the metallic islands or pads can be 
formed from such metals as aluminum and gold (column 4 lines 2-6). 

8. In regards to claim 8 Bradstad et al. teach that the shapes of the islands or pads 
can be squares (figure 7) or rectangles (column 6 line 9). 

9. In regards to claim 1 0 and 1 1 Bradstad et al. also teach that their invention can 
be used to form a package (column 1 lines 59-65 and claim 1). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. Claims 12 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bradstad et al. (US 4,230,924) in view of Walters (US 5,256,846). 

11. As stated above Bradstad et al. teach a package and packaging material for use 
in microwave ovens. However Bradstad et al. are silent regarding certain methods of 
making the package. 
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12. Walters teaches a microwave barrier film for use in packaging of microwaveable 
food products (column 1 lines 5-11). 

1 3. Walters also teaches that "it is well within the ordinary skill of those in the art to 
select the particular material of the reflective coating regions as well as the physical 
dimensions of the regions such as coating patterns, thickness, width and pitch and 
control both the degree of impermeability, the degree to which the reflective coating 
regions will reflect microwave energy and the amount of distribution of microwave 
energy that is transmitted through the polymeric substrate in the gaps and regions of the 
reflective material" (column 6 line 64 through column 7 line 5). 

14. In regards to claim 1 4 Walters et al teach that chemical vapor deposition 
processes can be used to make the claimed invention. Column 4 line 55-68, and 
column 5 line 59 to column 6 line 3). 

15. In regards to claim 12 it is examiners opinion that it would be a design choice to 
create a bandage from the above material. One would only need to put the claimed 
material into proper dimensions to be used as a bandage. It is well within the skill of 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to change the dimensions of 
the claimed invention. It is also obvious that one of ordinary skill in the art could use the 
material to wrap a body part in much the same way one would use to wrap a foodstuff. 

16. It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine the invention of Bradstad et al. with the invention of Walters because the 
invention of Walters offers a lower susceptibility to arcing as well as improved 
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impermeability to ultraviolet radiation, water vapor, and gaseous oxygen (column 1 
line62-65). 

17. Claim15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bradstad 
et al. (US 4,230,924) in view of Walters (US 5,256,846) in further view of Yializis (US 
6,106,627) 

18. Bradstad et al. and Walters teach packages for use in packaging foodstuff that 
will be cooked in a microwave oven. However both Bradstad et al. and Walters are 
silent regarding the vacuum deposition method of making the product, which uses a 
mask. 

19. Yializis teaches metal coated thin film polymers useful in food packaging 
applications (column 1 lines 5-13). 

20. Yializis teaches that the patterns of metal on polymer films can be formed by 
depositing the metal through a masking device, which corresponds to the desired 
pattern (column 2 lines 19-36). 

21 . It would be obvious to use the method disclosed by Yializis to make the invention 
of Bradstad et al. because it provides a barrier to air and water vapor as well as allowing 
an individual to visually inspect the food (Yializis column 2 lines 1-7). 

22. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bradstad et al. (US 4,230,924) in view of Walters (US 5,256,846) in further view of 
Aindow etal. (6,171.429). 
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23. Bradstad et al. and Walters teach packages for use in packaging foodstuff that 
will be cooked in a microwave oven. However both Bradstad et al. and Walters are 
silent regarding the heated stamp method of making the product. 

24. Aindow et al. teach a method of printing a pattern of hot foil onto a substrate 
(column 1 line 65 to column 2 line 7). They teach that foil carrying a side with an 
adhesive is activated by heat is moved towards a printing position where a pattern is 
transferred from of foil to the stock material (claim 2). A heated stamp is taught in 
column 3 lines 1-11). Aindow et al. also teach that the substrate to which the foil pattern 
is attached can be a polyester (column 2 lines 49-55). 

25. It would be obvious to use the method of Aindow et al. on the inventions of 
Bradstad et al. and Walters because the application of heat applied from the press 
helps to overcome the inability to transfer heat sufficiently (column 1 17-19). 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Erik Kashnikow whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
3475. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:30-5:00PM EST 
(First Friday off). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, D. Lawrence Tarazano can be reached on (571) 272-1515. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 



Application/Control Number: 10/527,106 Page 8 

Art Unit: 1794 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Gwendolyn Blackwell/ 
Primary Examiner, AU 1794 



Erik Kashnikow 
Examiner 
Art Unit 4174 



